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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being directed to an invention which 
comprises non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 21 as written merely comprises a computer readable medium with 
computer instructions written onto it. It is not stated that the medium is to be used in 
combination with a computer to effectuate the desired result of overwriting necessary 
packet data onto non-necessary packet data areas. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2, 4, 5 - 6,15 are rejected under 35 USC 112 second paragraph as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter the 
applicant regards as their invention. 

In claim 2, lines 2-3, "to necessary packet identifiers (PIDs) in a second 
transport stream (TS) is performed to unnecessary-packet areas" is indefinite; words to 
the effect of "wherein said overwriting" should be inserted before the word "is" in line 3. 
In line 1 of claim 5, "configured such that" is indefinite in the usage of this claim (this 
language is not per-se indefinite, but it is as applicant has applied it here). 
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In claim 15, line 2, the "configured such that" language Is indefinite for the same 
reason as above. See also line 2 of claims 4-5 and the above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 4 - 5, 7, 9, 13, 16, 19 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being obvious over U.S. patent 5,835,493 to Magee et al. 

With regard to claim 2, Magee et al teaches in the last 6 sentences of the 
abstract, col 6 lines 60+, col 7 lines 8+, col 7 lines 49+, col 8 line 8 (note "replacing"), col 
1 1 lines '27+, col 17 lines 43+ and col 19 lines 40+ a receiver for receiving broadcast 
information (see col 1 lines 25+) wherein PID's are used to delineate necessary packets 
which are to be written onto unnecessary packets in a second transport stream. 
Although it is stated that "unwanted" packet areas are dropped and replaced (ie, their 
areas are ovenA/ritten), instead of "unnecessary" packet areas, one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention would have realized that the difference between 
"unwanted" (see col 7 line 10) and "unnecessary" is an obvious one which would have 
been well within the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

With regard to claim 4, the packets are rewritten as discussed above. 
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With regard to claim 5, PIDs of both streams are used as discussed in the above 
cited portions. 

With regard to claim 7, see the rejection of claim 2 and note again use of PIDs for 
both streams. 

With regard to claim 9, the use of PIDs in both streams would render determining 
if identical PIDs exist in order to avoid duplication and excess usage of bandwidth. 

With regard to claim 13, since the device is a broadcast receiver, the PIDs would 
be opened by the user. 

With regard to claim 16, note use of video. 

With regard to claim 19, see the above cited portions and note that video Is 
received. 

With regard to claim 20, see the above and note the distinction between 
necessary and unwanted. 

With regard to claim 21 , see the rejections above and note it would be obvious to 
implement the invention in software in order to insure its repeatability. 
7. Claim 17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. patent 
5,835,493 to Magee et al as applied above and further in view of U.S. patent 6,968,494 
to Zhang. 

Magee et al teaches the invention as described above, but does not teach a 
plurality of demodulators in the receiver. This is taught in Zhang in fig 2, member 204. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have provided Magee et al with a plurality of demodulators in light of the 
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teachings of Zhang in order to allow a number of MPEG data streams to be processed 
simultaneously, 

8. Claims 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. patent 
5,835,493 to Magee et al as applied above and further in view of U.S. patent 6,944,186 
to Zaun et al. 

Magee et al teaches the invention as described above, but does not teach the 
use of Null packets. These are taught in Zhaun in detailed description par 64, Zaun 
being directed to a similar system as Magee et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have used Null packets in the receiver of Magee et al in light of the 
teachings of Zaun in order to further delineate where the data should be written to. 

9. Claim 14 is objected to as being dependent upon a claim that is rejected on art, 
but would be allowed if rewritten to include the limitations of claim 7. Claim 15 would be 
allowed if rewritten to include the limitations of claim 7 and to overcome the 1 12 
rejection. 

10. Applicants remarks have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection above. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3071 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Doris To, can be reached on 571-272-7269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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